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KREISKY DISCUSSES DETENTE, TIES WITH FRANCE, POLAND 
LD301007 Paris LE FIGARO in French 25 Sep 80 p 3 


[Marianne Lohse interview with Austrian Chancellor Bruno Kreisky: "France Has Opportunities 
in Austria"--date and place of interview not specified] 


[Text] Question: Chancellor, you have have often bemoaned the “lack of French interest 
in Austria" (to use your own words). How do you see the development of relations between 
the two countries now that Mr Barre is visiting Austria? 


Answer: I must admit that Georges Pompidou did a great deal with regard to Austrian 
relations with the Community. At that time Paris realized that because of our neutrality 
and since we could not joint the EEC, we should obtain a special arrangement. The solution 
defined for us and for other “outsiders” such as Switzerland and Sweden is very realistic. 
However economic cooperation between our two countries is not as intensive as it could 

be. We have obtained important results (Renault and the chemical industry). France has 
other opportunities in Austria. That is what we want to discuss with Mr Barre. 


Question: There is a great deal of talk about the possibility of Austria acquiring military 
aircraft (Mirage aircraft if the French proposal were accepted). 


Answer: This is primarily a financial question. Can the state budget finance such a 
transaction in a general economic situation of recession? The second question is which 
aircraft? We are busy examining the various proposals put forward by the two main French 
and U.S. (F-16 aircraft) competitors. We are also studying the question of compensation 
and so forth. 


Question: Poland is a country with which you have close relations. How do you view the 
recent events in Poland? 


Answer: In my opinion there is an essential conflict between a free trade union and a 
communist dictatorship. However there may be a real chance of developing this new ex- 
periment in Poland, after all Poland has found special rules and a special practice for 
coexistence between state and church. If the state were to disregard (or destroy) the 
achievements attained in the negotiations between Gierek and the strikers it would be 

a disaster, not only for the Polish working class but for the communist parties in Europe. 
It would show all workers in democratic countries that the dictatorship of the proletariat 
is a dictatorship "over" the proletariat. I cannot believe that Moscow wants that. 


Question: If the Soviets were to take a tougher attitude now, after Afghanistan and Poland, 
what meaning do you think the word “detente” could have? 


Answer: The Soviet behavior in these two cases is very different. In Afghanistan the 
Soviet Union demonstrated its strength and harshness by military invasion. That is a 

very risky adventure: I do not think a war has ever been won against partisans since 

the days of Napoleon in Spain. In Poland, Moscow has so far adopted a very patient 
attitude. I am convinced that that is motivated by Helsinki. Brutal action would have 
destroyed the Helsinki agreements completely! When discussing the detente policy we mst 
not look only at Afghanistan but at Poland also. I do not mean that one makes up for 

the other. However we must see the difference. Detente is based on a balance of 
mistrust and the scales are constantly moving. Had it not been for the Afghan intervention 
SALT III could have been negotiated after ratification of SALT II. The Soviet show of 
strength dramatized the situation.... However, wemust not forget that the superpowers have 
usually managed to settle conflicts in the framework of detente which is not peace. They 
have not always done so in a very nice way (look at the partition of Germany). There is 

a danger that they might one day negotiate a big "deal" in this crucial region of the 

Near East. 
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DER SPIEGEL QUESTIONS SCHMIDT, STRAUSS ON CUALIFICATIONS 
DW301159 Hamburg DER SPIEGEL in German 29 Sep 80 pp 24-60 


[Excerpts] Question: What do you think enables you to be a better chancellor of the 
Federal Republic of Germany in 1980 than your competitor? 


Schmidt: Your question is an invitation to indulge in self-praise. I do not like that. 
Still, I am grateful because many citizens attribute discipline and circumspection in my 
mode of thinking and action, and I would like to claim both, withoit any false modesty. 
Ever since I had to take political responsibility I have been profoundly convinced that 
only he who is prepared to compromise is suited for democracy, who will indeed advocate 
expressly his national interests while seeking to balance them honestly with the other 
interests. I also believe that I am immune to the temptation of overrating our German 
options. I agree that many of our compatriots deem me capable of pragmatic judgment, a 
sense of perspective and a sense of the realities of German and international politics. 


Strauss: The clear, credible, realistic objectives of ou program, the internal cohesion 
of the Union, and our better team. In the past legislative period Helmut Schmidt was 

no longer able to rely on a safe majority in either his left-drifting party or in the 
coalition whenever vital questions of the nation were at stake. In view of the strength- 
ening of the extreme leftwing in the SPD, Schmidt is probably much less capable than 
before of governing against the will of the leftwingers--with all the dangerous conse- 
quences for our internal and external security, for our energy and raw material supplies 
and for the future of our market economy. 


Question: Which of your characteristic features do you consider particularly suited for 
political crisis management? 


Schmidt: I need not deny what critical contemporaries have said about me. I can stay 
calm in critical phases of politics even if developments--such as after the kidnapping 

of Hanns-Martin Schleyer and later after the hijacking of the Lufthansa plane--deeply 
affects me inwardly. I am not inclined to make either rash or unilateral decisions. 

But I do believe that I have shown that after thorough consideration and consultation with 
people whose judgment I trust, I do not procrastinate necessary decisions. Each decision, 
and this is something that I think goes without saying, is preceded by a conscientious 
analycis of the causes of a crisis in which I seek to include all factors, political and 
human. Then I do urge a clear decision. In doing so I am perfectly aware of the risk 

of making a faulty decision. If you allow me to quote Max Weber, I adhere to the ethics 
of responsibility. 


Strauss: My knowledge of history and geography, my gift of analytically putting two and 
two together, my realistic relationship with modern technology, my political sense, my 
conscience, my ability to think quickly and decide in good time. 


Question: What historical-political models do you follow when you consider the difficult 
times we are facing? 


Schmidt: You probably know how negatively I think of Bismarck and his comestic policy, 
not merely because of the laws involving the socialists. As a foreign policy practitioner 
his principle in the seventies and eighties was--to put it roughly--that one could 
represent the interests of one's own state best if one tries to put oneself in one's 
oponent's place. This still hold true today, since we must deal with dangerous situations 
in many parts of the world. Briand and Stressemann acted and thought in the same way-- 
they are good examples with regard to foreign poiicy. As regards domestic policy, I 
particularly have in mind the fathers of the American Constitution, the founders of the 
United States, President Abraham Lincoln and Federal President Gustav Heinemann. 





te 
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Strauss: To those who are currently politically active, historical models will always 

be merely some sort of preliminary directives because every new age brings new tasks and 
demands, new decisions. History does not know regularity as Marx and his disciples claim, 
and historicai moments do not recur, so that following a historical-political model may 
easily make those who were born later fail the reality of their time if they apply 
retrospective stubbornness. In the field of epistemology it is bad enough, in the field 
of science it is at least correctable. In the political field, however, action based 

on models can lead under ce tain circumstances to grave errors. On the other hand, no 
politician should act on the spur of the moment. Those considering the past a “book with 
seven seals,” an impenetrable jungle, will not find a position from which they can main- 
tain their attitude, without which one cannot take over political responsibility. 


The personal model of really great persons of the past remains untouched by daily events. 
It deals with how humans behave. For example, the wisdom and humanity of Pericles, the 
loyalty of Charles V, the active compassion of Henri Dunant, the adamant attitude 
of Father Rupert Mayer, the mildness and erudition of King Maximilian II of Bavaria-- 
and many more could be named whose human greatness could set standards for politicians 
of today and tomorrow. Those bearing responsibility today would be well advised to 
remember whose action has promoted freedom and humanity. 


Question: In making your decisions on political or economic issues do you listen to 
personal friends, too, apart from your advisers? And if so, to whom? 


Schmidt: The advice of reliable friends has always been iwportant to me. I have asked 
for such advice often enough, without dragging these people into responsibilities which 

I had to bear myself. To me it has always been important to assess my own judgment 
critically by that of such friends who have accomplished special feats in their particular 
fields. In this connection I gratefully think of such older friends as Fritz Erler, 

Carlo Schmid, Adolf Arndt, or Wilhelm Kaisen. But the judgment of personages outside 

my own circle of friends is always important to me, and I may cite as an example the 
German Jesuit father, Professor von Nell-Breuning, and the English philosopher Karl 


Popper. 


Important decisions must not be based exclusively on the advice of official colleagues 
and advisers or on the advice of friends. One must obtain expert knowledge and power of 
judgment from all attainable directions. 


Strauss: A politician profoundly rooted in democracy just does not make decisions all 
alone. I gladly listen to the proposals, ideas and also critical views of my aides and 
friends, digest them, and include them in my decisions and speeches. With the members 

of my family I discuss not only problems of daily life but also the events of world 
politics and German policies. Often I exchange political views with good friends, listen- 
ing to them and forming my own opinion about them, friends who surely have exerted influence 
on my political actions now and then, whenever I deemed their ideas appropriate after 
thorough examination. The political dialogue with them is very valuable to me, especially 
since the circle of my friends is not restricted to politicians but encompasses pecple 
from many walks of life, from entirely different spheres of experience, and also from 

the younger generation. 


Questivn: What is your annual income? What will be your anticipated retirement annuities, 
and what do you estimate your assets to be? 


Schmidt: According to my last income tax statement my taxable annual income in 1978 came 
to DM233,000, with DM121,000 left after income and church taxes. So far I have not given 
any thought to my retirement benefits. They are stipulated in the law on members of 
parliament and in the law on ministers. According to the last property tax schedule, 

in 1978 my wife and I owned a house in Hamburg with a unit value of DM196,000 (the house 
has a mortgage of DM49,000) and a vacation home on Brahmsee with a unit value of 
DM41,000. We also have federal bonds worth roughly 0DM98,000. Life insurance in 1978 
came to DM21,000. 
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Strauss: Every citizen is free to find out my salary as minister-president of Bavaria, my 
remuneration as a member of the Bavarian land diet and possible future retirement annuities 
on that basis from the pertinent Bavarian legislation. Besides, I go by what Friendship 
Nietzsche said: Some people do not know how rich they are until they learn which rich 
people turn thief against them. I have asked the publisher of DER SPIEGEL, Mr Rudolf 
Augstein, several times to state how much he makes from DER SPIEGEL and what his assets 
from the journal are, but I never got an answer. 


Question: Do you think it is inevitable for a politician not to tell the truth at some time 
in the course of his career? If so, when did this happen in your case, and what did you 
feel at the time? 


Schmidt: A politician may be compelled not to broach certain facts publicly immediately 
for reasons of state or because the decision-making process so warrants, but should he 
intentionally tell a lie he will shake his credibility. 


In 1976 I misjudged the situation on pension insurance. For this reason the opposition in 
this election campaign, years later, called me a “political pension swindler." At the time 
I made my statements in the conviction that the facts justified my utterances. Addressing 
the Bundestag with a government statement on 16 December 1976 I admitted without glossing 
over it that we had made a mistake. This economic misjudgment was very painful to me, and 
I have not pushed it out of my mind since. 


Strauss: In political debate, too, I avow the commandment that “thou shalt not lie” and 
“thou shalt not bear false witness against thy neighbor." This is why I usually speak my 
mind and act accordingly. Because of my deeply rooted responsibility towarc our citizens, 
I am against talking differently before the elections than afterward. As a politician you 
experience truly cynical examples of this. When my friends and I during the election 
campaign in 1969 contended that an APD-led Federal Government would recognize the GDR, 
contrary to 20 years of common platform policy on Germany, I met with a vehement reaction. 
It climaxed in our contention being called an election campaign lie. But directly after 
taking over the government the SPD did exactly the opposite of what it had earlier pro- 
mulgated as the solid component of its policy, that is, what it had earlier termed slander. 
Mr Bahr, replying to our charge that they had talked differently about the GDR prior to 
the elections, in the Bundestag on 24 January 1974 replied with matchless cynicism that 
earlier the majorities had not been such as to allow telling the truth. Just recently I 
stressed that it is necessary in the Federal Republic to get back to a situation where 
words and the truth can at least be seen in one field of vision without anyone having to 
turn their head 180 degrees. 


Question: The impression prevails among the public that disagreement exists between 
yourself and portions of the party supporting you, the SPD and the CSU, respectively. How 
do you explain that? 


Schmidt: It is a strange interpretation of a democratic party that its members must back 
their elected leaders as a unit, like a Prussian cadet school. When I recall how many 
endurance tests the Union parties weathered only with extreme difficulty because of Franz 
Josef Strauss, when I think of all that Messrs Kohl and Alorecht semipublicity said about 
the CSU chairman and of what he himself said about the aforementioned two, then I can only 
smile over the Strauss slogan that I am a captive of the left wing of my party. 


True, I sometimes did have harsh objective debates with fellow party members: for example, 
with Erhard Eppler over the nuclear energy issue or with other Social Democrats over the 
military balance, which I consider imperative. Many times the arguing with these--mostly 
younger--Social Democrats was toilsome and occasionally tasked my patience considerably. 
Yet such debates have been part of the character of the SPD for the past 118 years. After 
all, it is not dishonorable to struggle for majorities in one’s own party and to compromise 
occasionally as well: this has not been my political line in any way. 
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A federal chancellor, and much less a chancellor of a coalition government, simply cannot 
see himself as the executive organ of party decisions. Nur have I ever felc like the 
captive of my party--and this will hold true also for the future. But I am just one among 
a million Social Democratic Party members. I trust in all of them--and vice versa, all of 
them trust the chancellor. 


Strauss: The election campaign has proved the opposite for the CDU/CSU. The Union backs 
its chancellor candidate in cohesion. He stands for the Union's joint program for political 
change in Germany. Unlike the dissension in the political camp of the Social Democrats in 
which the leftwing up to the Stamokapists [advocates of state monopoly capitalism] of the 
Jusos [young Socialists, youth organization of the SPD] increasingly calls the shots, there 
are no cifferences in the Union on all essential political questions. 


Question: Do the German people have any reason to be afraid of the future? 


Schmidt? No! Our compatriots know without having to be told by the chancellor that we 
will not be able to live in such a cozy world in the future. But there is no need to be 
afraid. With the great powers beginning to talk with each other again, to which development 
Mr Genscher and I contributed quite a bit, it may be possible to neutralize the ef*ects of 
the different hotbeds of conflict in the world on Europe and to eliminate the causes of such 
conflicts through patient negotiations. I will be helping actively in this respect in the 
future as well. 


There is no call for anxiety in the fields of domestic, economic, financial and social 
policies. Notwithstanding all the problems we are facing as a consequence of world economic 
developments, Germany is in far better shape than most states of the world. 


Strauss: Fear is always a poor adviser. I refuse to capitalize politically, as Helmut 
Schmidt does, on the people's fear of a new war, a fear artificially produced in advance. 
But there is cause to worry indeed in view of the menacing preponderance of the Warsaw Pact 
over NATO; in view of our insecure energy and raw material supply; in view of the immensely 
increased and rapidly growing state indebtedness; in view of the international competition 
that has become more vehement; but also in view of the threat to internal security, the 
population development, the unsolved problem of asylum seekers, the educational misery of 
the youth--I will only mention the numerous clausus restriction on university enrollment-- 
and last but not least the problem of drug abuse that has not yet been contained. 


Question: In Ostpolitik and in detente policy both of you feel committed to the principle 
of “pacta sunt servanda,” one being convinced of the correctness of the treaties wich the 
East, the other for reasons of compulsory loyalty to treaties. How do you propose in the 
future to enhance relations with the East in keeping with this principle? 


Schmidt: We abide by the principle of nonintervention in the internal affairs of other 
states, also because we do not wish others to intrude in our own affairs. This does not 
mean at all that we are indifferent toward efforts for democratic freedom and human rights, 
no matter where other peoples seek to gain more freedom. On the bases of the treaties we 
have concluded we intend to develop a relavionship of good neighborliness with the govern- 
ments and peoples of the communist states, regardless of fundamental differences. The 
German under Hitler vic ated treaties. We must not let anybody harbor any doubt about our 
observance of treaties. 


But it will not suffice to abide by the treaties concluded only technically so far. They 
must be constantly imbued with life and impelemented. Good neighborliness requires con- 
tinous efforts! The opposition knows of no alternative to the policy of getting along or 
to the treaties. 
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Strauss: We comsider the treaties with the East wrongly conceived, miserably negotiated, 
poorly phrased, and therefore lending themselves to controversial interpretation. But 

we have to take them as they are. I was the first Union politician to state in the Bundestag 
in January 1973 that these treaties are binding. I would like to add by way of supplement 
that we will not only abide by these trvaties, but we will also apply these treaties. 

We will endeavor to make the best of these poor treaties for the benefit of the people. 
However, the rulings of the federal constitutional court of 1973 and 1975 on the 
interpretation of these treaties are valid. They have put up for the planned continuation 
of Ostpolitik the same barriers which also became plain for the failure of “detente policy.” 
German Ostpolitik did mot start as late as 1969. It was 25 years ago the other day thet 
negotiations were opened in Moscow between Chancellor Konrad Adenaver and Premier Bulganin 
which ended up in the release of the German prisoners of war and the establishment of 
diplomatic relations between the Federal Republic of Germany and the Soviet Union. 

German Ostpolitik will also be pursued on the basis of an equal give and take after the 

CDU and CSU take charge of the government, but it will be pursued soberly, free of 
illusions, vigilantly, on the basis of historical knowledge and political experience. 


Question: The relationship between the United States and the Federal Republic is 
considered troubled. What steps do you think need to be taken after 4 November vis-a-vis 
the new U.S. president? 


Schmidt: Our relationship is all right. It does not require any special “steps.” When 
the Union candidate announces that he, once chancelior, will first take a triy to 
Washington and not to Warsaw or to East Berlin, this is but poorly self-evident. 

You will recall that Mr Strauss was an ardent Gaullist for years who wished to put 

some distance between himself and the United States. 


Occasional differences of opinion between us and the U.S. Government are part of the 
normal situation even between friends who trust each other. The Americans need 

reliable but also critical German partners who speak their mind frankly and who will 

not shrink back from advocating the national interests of the Germans. The bases of 
U.S.-German friendship are so profound that they cannot be harmed by occasionally divergent 
assessments. 


My own next trip to the United Stutes after the U.S. elections was scheduled long ago. 


Strauss: The relations between the United States and the Federal Republic of Germany 

are not so bad as the communists would like them to be, to be sure, yet neither are they 
as good as they should and could be. The doubts of the United States about the future 
foreign policy course of the SPD are solidifying, and they are watching with growing 
concern the emergence of anti-American sentiments in the Federal Republic of Germany. 
This development is understandable. A large segment of our Social Democrats, above all 
the younger generation, but not only the latter, have never internally accepted and politically 
understood two democratic decisions dating back to the government term of the CDR 

and the CSU: the decision for a social market economy and the decision on the accession 
to the Atlantic alliance. Today Helmut Schmidt represents the Bundeswehr and the 

NATC membership as an essential pillar of “his” security policy. Yet the Bundeswehr 

and the membership in NATO had to be enforced by the CDR and CSU against the harsh 
resistance of the Social Democrats. In both votes in the Bundestag there is the notation, 
no, behind the name of Helmut Schmidt. 


Today Helmut Schmidt keeps silent about the attempts of the segment of the SPD Bundestag 
group which the U.S. press terms the "Moscow faction,” of the young Socialists and the 
misceilaneous auxiliary troops of the SPD which produce a hostile climate against the 
most imporcant protective power of the Atlantic alliance. A course is being set if the 
Americans are supposed to be identified with warmongers while Moscow is promoted as the 
new guarantor of peace. This does not involve youthful foolishness but the purposeful 
attempt to cause a breakdown, because otherwise the shock of Afghanistan should have 
been enough to put an end to this iiresponsible activity. 

















VII. 1 Oct 80 36 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CERMAXY 


If we separate from the United States, a development which Helawt Schmidt is beginning 
to prepare psychologically, and if we ultimatel. resign from NATO, which some prominent 
SPD politicians propagandize, if we withdraw from the EC, which many members of the 
Socialist International pursue, then we will deliwer ourselves up to Moscow's mercy. 
Then it will be a meve matter of time until all of Furope will be communist. But if 
we instead consolidate the Western alliance vith its superior economic potential and 
its attractive freedom, Moscow cannot but take seriously each individual partner, not 
least the Federal Republic of Cermany. 


This is why my first official trip after the C& and the CSU take charge of the govern- 
ment will take me to the United States. The relationship of trust wust again be made 
as close as it always was under Konrad Adenaver. We will strengthen the Atlantic 
alliance through our contribution. It is only from this solid groundwork that we can 
pursue an Ostpolitik which will guarantee peace and freedon. 


Question: What chances do you give the new disarmament talks proposed by Brezhnev? 


Schmidt: The forthcoming dialogue between Secretary of State Muskie and Foreign Minister 
Gromyko serves the purpose of bringing about negotiations first of all in the field of 
the Soviet medium-range missiles which are threatening us, negotiations which at best 
will greatly reduce nuclear armament in Europe--ir balance, to be exact. We Germans 
have a vital interest in this dialogue. This is why I insisted on it--above all in 
Moscow. In the future, too, we will keep urging snd admonishing so that an arms race 
will be prevented on the basis of militiry balance. 


Strauss: Just because Helmut Schmidt wanted to return as a peace lord rather than 
empty-handed from his journey during the election campaign, which was wrongly timed 
and dubious as to its previous history, he was prepared to smuggle into NATO's nest 
like a cuckoo’s egg the allegedly new Soviet proposal concerning disarmament talks in 
the field of medium-range missiles. Moscow's proposal which Schmidt brought along from 
Moscow in his luggage envisages bilateral talks by the United States and the Soviet 
Union sn vhe two great powers’ nuclear medium-range missiles including the so-called 
forward based systems, meaning the forward stationed defense weapons of the United 
States even with a short range. This terminology, however, is the English translation 
of a Soviet term by which the Kremlin intends to put the Americans under psychological 
pressure. So far neither the United States nor NATO has accepted this terminology. 
The hitch to Moscow's proposal can be easily spotted. All offers Moscow has made so 
far contained preconditions to be fulfilled by the West Europeans: the suspension of 
the NATO decision on the closure of the arms gap in one case, and the inclusion of 

the French and British nuclear weapons in SALT III in another. 





Now the Soviet Union has used Helmut Schmidt as the messenger for an offer which is 
linked with a precondition that can only be fulfilled by the U.S. Congress: the rati- 
fication of the SALT II treaty. The thrust of this Soviet strategy is clear. Moscow 
expects the European NATO partners to bring political pressure to bear on the United 
States in an unholy alliance with the Soviet Union so as to make the United States 
ratify the SALT II treaty, which would be bound to lead to a serious burdening of te 
ailing U.S.-European relationship or to a siiwation where the Europeans refuse to im- 
plement the NATO decision on the closure of the arms gap on the grounds that the United 
States, by its nonratification, torpedoed the disarmament negotiations offered by the 
Soviet Union and which promised success. What Moscow wants to achieve by its continued 
rejection of purposeful negotiations on disarmament in the field of medium-range missiles 
and its wishy-washy offer is to drown the real topic in a general missile palaver. 
Brezhnev's prodding of Carter with reference to the proposal conveyed by Schmidt shows 
exactly what game is to be played here so as to prevent genuine disarmament and to 
camouflage accelerated armament by the Soviet Union and induce the Europeans to re- 
pudiate the decision on closing the arms gap. 


Question: Considering the instability of detente in Europe, do you deem it necessary 
to intensify talks with the People's Republic of China, or is reserve indicated with 
respect to such attempts at an approach? 
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Schmidt: In the interest of safeguarding peace it would be dangerous to try and play 
one communist great power against the other. We have developed normal diplomatic 

and economic relations with the People’s Republic of China without allowing others to 
tell us what to do. But I do not think much of brandishing a so-called “Chinese card.” 


Strauss: Realistic detente policy has three preconditions: 1) It must not be left 
unilaterally to the Soviet Union to define and dictate what is realistic detente policy 
and what is not. 2) True detente requires detente approximate cilitary balance. 3) 
Real detente must be geographically indivisible. Europe cannot be an “island of 
detente” while our Eastern detente partner in Afghanistan seeks to force a people 
struggling for its right to self-determination into the yoke of communism through the 
brutal application of all means of military power. Now that the People’s Republic of 
China has returned to the stage of world politics from its self-imposed isolation 
German foreign policy gust not stop in Moscow. 


As far as we are concerned, Ostpolitik is part of German foreign policy. For this 
reason it must include the People's Republic of China in its considerations as vell. 
China's return to the stage of world politics and its opening to the United States, 
Japan and Europe marked the end of the world of Yalta which proceeded from two centers 
of world political power. As a great power in the Far East and as a future world 
power, and as an economic partner, China has brought about a new power ratio. Friendly 
relations with the earth's most populous country along with scientific-technical- 
economic cooperation are a commandment of realpolitik and are not directed against 
anybody. For this reason the impolite treatment accorded the Chinese head of government 
by Schmidt in Bonn was a mistake which is typical of him. 


OQvestion: Once you were elected chancellor, when would you visit State Council Chairman 
Honecker, and what do you expect to come from such a meeting? 


Schmidt: Naturally not a great change, naturally not the removal of the Wall overnight. 
I had to postpone the visit reluctantly, but for reasons that are obvious to the Germans 
here and in the GDR, it will take palce when Mr fonecker and I consider the time favor- 
able for talks which certainly will not deal with the maximum demands of one or the 
other, but with a balance of interests ihat will be advantageous to the Germans in both 
states. 


Strauss: Since Helmut Schmidt's visit was canceled in the spring of 1989 by SED chief 
Honecker because of the Soviet attack on Afghanistan, and since we canceled his visit, 
on the other hand, because of the dangerous situation in Poland, the question about a 
meeting between me and SED chief Honecker is an insoluble calculation with too many 
unknowns. The question of whether I would be prepared to meet Erich Honecker depends 
on whether such a talk would bring alleviations and advantages for the people in the 
free and in the unfree parts of Germany. Such a talk presupposes the preparedness of 
East Berlin to elso discuss the elimination of the criminal automatic firing installa- 
tions at the German-German border and the lifting of the order to shoot for the GDR 
border troops. It must be made clear to the people in power in East Berlin that our 
considerable financial contributions depend not merely on the humanitarian alleviations 
granted by them but that our financial and economic help is connected with free access 
to Berlin, with free traffic of visitors between both parts of Germany and also with 
the elimination of the Wall and the death strip in due time. But since I am not a 
socialist illusionist, I know that the key for every decisive step forward in German- 
German relations does not lie in East Berlin but in Moscow. 





Question: Do you think that the concern of the populace is justified that the high 
state debts will sooner or later lead to a new currency reform, a concern that has 
come about among the people in the course of the election campaign? 


Schmidt: This propaganda of the Union parties is simply indecent. Our DM currency is 
the hardest and most attractive currency in the world--next to the Sw’ss franc. 
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Naturally there is a limit where taking credits must stop, be it by industrial firms, 

by home builders, by cities, the Federal Covermmert or the leender. The iinmit is draw 
by « ve’s own financial efficiency. We have mot reached that limit st all. We «re 
further away from our limit than all the industrial states of the world witn the excep- 
tion of France. We have used the loaned money for investments in the future from which 
future generations will benefit. Should we have renounced an active exployment policy? 
Some 900,000 jobs have been created in the past 3 years. Foreign countries adzire us 
because of that. The voters will not be irritated by the opposition’s campaign to create 
fear. If there were a new world economic crisis, I would again make loans to create jobs. 
It would almost be our duty--our legal duty! 





Strauss: I am not worried about a drop in the currency valwe in the form of « devalue- 
ation of savings deposits and the issuance of new bills unless an unfcreseeable 
catastrophe should take place. But we live in a state of permanent currency reforn, 
because the inflation rates are much too high and because the actual inflation rate is 
higher than that officially announced. The people feel it and together with the irre- 
sponsible debts policy it fills the young people in our country with sore and more con- 
cern. Wot only the height of the Federal Government's debts of more than 200 billion 
creates concern, but also the speed of the increase (1949-69: 14 billion; 1970-74 
undur Brandt: 19 billion; 1975-80 under Schmidt: 153 billion). 


The squandering of financing achieved through debts under Brandt and particularly 
Schmidt is ruinous exploitation of the next generation, and in the long run it will be 
tantamount to a drop in our currenacy’s value. 


Our pensioners should fear being cheated a second time after the elections because the 
SPD and the FDP have different pension plans. The SPD wants to increase pensions ac- 
cording to the sross wage principle, while the FDP wants to follow the net principle. 
Either the SPD or the FDP voters will be cheated if the SPD and FDP continue to rule. 

The ODU and the CSU will inct 2ase pensions according to the vise in gross wages not later 
than on 1 January 1982. The necessary means have been accumulated in the pension cash- 
boxes. They must be used mainly for that purpose because the pensioners have a right not 
to be separated any longer from prosperity. Gifts to pensioners, as announced by the 
SPD which promised a minimum pension, cannot be financed. We must much rather turn the 
unemployed into people who pay their pension contributions in order to safeguerd ven- 
sions in the long run. 


Question: Did the pastoral letter of the Catholic bishops on the federal elections help 
or handicap you? 


Schmidt: It has at any rate handicapped Mr Strauss. I am not so such interested in whom 
it has helped. The authors are now reacting to criticism in a language which is some- 
times improper. It indicates that they are affected. The reaction also shows that the 
authors were wrong considering the effect it had on most German Catholics. They used 
CDU/CSU slogans. I am disappointed by the German Episcopate, disappointed not only 
politically but in human terms. Maybe it sounds petty--I do not mean it that way--if 

I say here that in the past 4 years I have spent endless hours in talks with Catholic 
Church representatives. In these talks none of the discussion partners has ever said 
even one syllable about the issue of state finances. I have felt in past days in many 
discussicns how much the confidence of the Christians of both confessions has been en- 
dangered with regard to ecumenical cooperation. One only needs to read “Sonntagsblatt.” 
It is absurd if my criticism of the pastoral letter is countered with the remark that 
whenever the churches touch on an allegediy unpleasant issue I want to deprive them of 
their right to comment. No, I am only concerned by the fact that the authority of the 
church should not be used for party purposes. it is amazing that the official Catholic 
Church has neither tried to help Rainer Barzel nor Helmut Kohl with a pastoral letter of 
that caliber, but it helped Franz Josef Strauss. 








VII. i Oct 80 539 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CERMANY 


Really, I do not want any new disputes with the Roman Catholic Church--with wrong 
premises and in the wrong style of times that have passed long ago. But I will 
mot quickly forget that pastoral word. 


Strauss: This is not a matter of advantage or damage. I have always been a=: ist 
involving the clergy in politics or introducing politics into the church and into 
theology. Sut nobody can muzzle the church or forbid it to comment on issues 

that concern the church because of its mission. Pastoral letters and church memoranda 
are not instructions for Christian politicians. 


It is up to the politician for whom church norms are important criteria to base his action 
on his own assessment of the concrete situation, an assessment on the basis of Lis own 
knowledge. I am so surprised by the offensive reaction of the federal chancellor to 

the pastorai letter of the German Catholic bishops only because particularly the leftist 
forces in his party very much welcome the words of bishops on worldly social problems, 
such as the words of the Polish or South American bishops. 


Moreover, the debt problem is a problem of high and long-term moral significance. 


Question: The term “political pension cheater” causes older voters to fear for the safety 
of their pensions. Do you think that a return to the gross wage oriented pension 
can be financed? 


Schmidt: Yes, If I did not believe that. I would not have brought about the cabinet 
decision on the 2ist pension adaptation oill, and I would not have signed the bill rrior 
to its anruuncement in the federal legal gazette. The election campaign debate on 

that issue, incited by Mr Geissler, is supposed to make people forget that the return 

to 4 gross wage oriented pension--as they call it--is a valid right as of 1982. 

By the way, opinion polls demonstrate that you are not right in saying that older voters 
fear for the safety of their pensions. Mr Geissler's obvious campaign has backfired 

on him and the CDU/CSU. The vast majority of pensior-:s know tiiat their current pensions 
are higher today than they have ever been--and t!.y are quite content with this. 


Strauss: The joint election campaign arbitration body has confirmed that the federal 
chancellor can rigttly be called a political pension cheater. Prior to the 1976 elections 
Helmut Schmidt pretended that pension finances were in order. He told the pensioners 
that their pensions would keep increasing after 1976 along with the increase in gross 
wages. After the elections he arbitrarily cut the pension increases, drawing a political 
advantage from this because he was able to stay in power with the help of many voters 

he had cheated. 


Because of that cheating on pensions, an average pensioner will get a pension this year 
that will be more than DM1,300 lower than otherwise. By 1990 the damage for the pensicner 
will amount to more than DM21,000, without including the interest invoived. 


Question: How many unemployed do you expect next year, and what must be done to achieve 
the best figure, what events could bring about the worst case? 


Schmidt: Nobody can tell exactly how many people will be unemployed in the course of 

the next 12 months and vhen they will be unemployed--not exactly enough to permit a serious 
answer. No scientific institute can say that, no ministry, no Mr Stingl, no Federal 

Bank, "© Mr Strauss and also no federal chancellor. We can only very roughly assess 
global economic trends. We all hope that nothing more will happen to the price of oil 

in 1981 than has happened already. I think that our own economic development will permit 
us to be rather well off and that the number of employed people will increase. 

It will not be as strong as in past years when we created 900,000 more jobs due to high 
state investment expenditures. 
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We know from past years that an increase here is not tantamount to a decrease in the 
number of unemployed. If an unemployed brother-in-law in your family finds a job again, 
while his wife simultaneously decides to take a part-time job without neglecting the 
care of her children, and if she does not immediately find such a job, then you have 

one more person who found a job as well as one more unemployed person. I do not see 
any need for programs to keep the economy going at the moment. First we must see what 
economic effects the considerable tax reductions will show that will come into effect 

on 1 January 1981. 


Strauss: The labor market situation has deteriorated noticeably in past months com- 
pared with the year before. I fear that there will be far more than 1 million unen- 
ployed in the winter. The IFO Institute in its recent analysis of the economic situa- 
tion expects about 1.1 million unemployed in 1981. If that takes place, we will be 
facing a greater econoric setback than in 1975 when there were 4.7 percent unemployed, 
which was the lowest point of economic development in the Federal Republic. 


The president of the Federal Labor Institute stated on 15 August: "If the trend simply 
goes on, I have to be pessimistic." Promotion of economic growth has priority for him 
over all other therapies. The CDU and the CSU will therefore turn their unlimited 
support for social market economy into an economic policy strengthening the business- 
man's innovation and willingness to invest. In this way we will create the prere- 
quisites for bringing about promising jobs for the future. According to the recent 
experiences of the Federal Institute, people who are permanently unemployed or who 
have personal handicaps have a chance to get a job only if there is a lasting economic 
upswing. The CDU and the CSU will not accept having lasting unemployment at the ex- 
pense of those involved. The reestablishment of full employment is not an election 
campaign slogan for us, but an urgent political task. 


Question: Would you, whether you need to or not, rather rule together with the FDP 
or alone? 


Schmidt: Realistically viewed, the question of ruling alone will not come up--although 
I really would not be worried by that. In such a case neither banks nor barber shops 
would be nationalized. But joking aside, the CDU/CSU slandering of Hans-Dietrich 
Genscher is evidence that the slogan about our jointly working together being at an 

end is foolish. Relations between the FDP chairman and myself have become closer and 
closer throughout the years, despite the fact that he and I have had sharp arguments 
occasionally. We do not want to make a union party of the SPD and the FDP, like Mr 
Strauss, who wants to mold the Union according to a CSU pattern. 


Strauss: The present FDP, supporting a minister of the interior like Baum, considers 
itself merely as a means to continuing the socialist policy after the elections in 
Bonn. If there is a party that must accept the reproach that it has given into the 
hands of the SPD the power apparatus of national policy and of the financial and 
material potential that a Federal Government can mobilize thanks to the market economy, 
then this party is the FDP. 


Question: It does not seem to matter to large parts of the young people whether they 
are ruled by Chancellor Schmidt or Chancellor Strauss. What can you offer to these 
young people? 


Schmidt: The phrase “large parts" is not correct. Opinion polls, such as those of 

the Infratest Institute, demonstrate that if there were direct elections for the federal 
chancellor, which there are not, only 9 percent of the young people under 21 would vote 
for Franz Josef Strauss, while 76 percent--more than in any other age group--would 

vote for me. 


Politicians and journalists are sometimes misled by the big noise of small groups. 
Some are full of critical questions--and rightly so. I know chat young Germans work in 
an exemplary way in many places for our society. 
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I have in mind the large Christian youth organizations, the conscripts in the Bundeswehr, 
the conscientious objectors performing social services, the hundreds of thousands of 
young trade union members and 6 million young people in sport associations. I respect 
that. Young citizens have a right to answers. 


However, I do not want to follow the modern trend of playing up to the young people 

by saying what they want to hear when I think their arguments are wrong. I am immune 
to a political youth mania. I do not like the word “offer.” I am convinced that the 
great majority of young people, regardless of what the, have to criticize, realize 

very well why I am asking them to support my domestic and foreign peace policy. Other- 
wise there can be no policy of continuous reforms. 


Strauss: I consider it extremely bold to state that large parts of young people are 
politically indifferent. Our state would have a sad future if those do not care about 
their future who are the main subject of the political dispute, and for whose future 
it pays to become involved in politics. If ,ou ask about what I offer to the young 
people, I would say: I do not carry a vendor's box with me, full of beautiful promises 
from which the young people can pick what they want free of charge. I also do not 
consider the youth a “fringe group of society” which basically and at all times needs 
the care and pampering of father state and mother bureaucracy. 


We older people have the duty to leave an orderly house for the young where they can 
live their own active life in freedom, peace and without want. It is not our task, 
however, to pack the youth so carefully in the cotton of care that they will find it 
difficult or even impossible to be happy about their own achievement or their own 
success. The youth want to achieve something. Those who declare the youth a social 
case to be taken care of with a policy aimed at excluding risks discourage then, 
curtailing their freedom, giving them no goals, thus robbing them of the opportunity 
to shape their lives sensibly and responsibly. 


The beginning of every sensible youth policy consists of not lowering the family to 
the position of an educational agency for the state. It must be reinstated as the first, 
most important community before the state with the rights it has in the Basic Law. 


Question: Do you generally deem women suited for any political office, including that 
of chancellor? If so, can you think of a name? 


Schmidt: Yes, I do. I can also visualize a woman as chancellor--and I am not saying 
this to curry favor with the women who complain that politics is more or less a domain 
of men. It is my conviction. I could name names, but I do not want to. 


Strauss: Yes. The CDU and the CSU have thousands of active women in their ranks. 
Many women in the Union have carried responsibility in the foremost ranks for years. 
Just think of Helga Wex, for example, and of Renate Hellwig--both are members of my 
election team. Or think of Ministers Hanna-Renate Laurien in Rhineland-Palatinate, 
Annemarie Griesinger in Baden-Wuerttemberg, Birgit Breugel in Lower Saxony, and of my 
deputy in the party, Mathilde Berghofer-Weichner. So far no woman has run for the 
office of chancellor in the Federal Republic, but why shouldn't German women become 
just as successful “stateswomen" in the future as were and are Golda Meir in Israel 
and Margaret Thatcher in Great Britain, for example? 


Question: In what characteristic features attributed to you do you feel most mis- 
understood? 


Schmidt: I do not much like the label of "manipulator" which has not really applied to 
me for a long time. I think that this term also expresses something quite favorable. 
Still, it is an impermissible simplification. This label, which journalists stuck on 
me, has been recognized as such by many people, not because they occasionally see me 
playing the organ or talking with writers, but because they have read some of my 
speeches that do not deal with daily problems. 
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Formerly my designation as the “sergeant™ hurt me a little. It is no longer being used 
against me now. Word has made the rounds that I am not a friend of decisions made in 
isolation, but rather seek discussion and listen to the advice of others. 


Strauss: It is not a matter of musunderstandings at all. Every person can form a 
judgement without bias on the basis of what I say and do and on the basis of what sober 
contemporaries say abont me. When nowadays some of the very politicians wh appreciated 
and praised me as finance minister in the grand coalition claim that I “lack self-control 
and circumspection™ and that "I do not have myself under control," it is not a misunder- 
standing but sheer slander. I think rationally and coolly, as everybody knows, and I 
speak passionately--as everybody knows as well. I say what I think, and unlike my top 
political adversaries, my whole life is completely open to inspection. There is neither 
a period of darkness in my life nor a political flaw. 


But I do want one thing with all the passion that I can muster: not only halting but 
even reversing the march into a socilaist society of the future, begun in 1969, and into 
a neutralized Europe more or less delivered to the Soviet sphere of power. 


Question: How would you have tackled the German problems of the year 1932? 


Schmidt: I was all of 14 years old at the time. If one had had the knowledge of the causes 
and course of the world economic crisis, the Reich governments would presumably have acted 

in a different way. We, at any rate, have drawn conclusions. We recognized similar dangers, 
averted them and coped quite well with the turbulences in the wake of a dramatic crisis 

of the world economy triggered by the explosion in oil prices. The institution of an annual 
world economic conference introduced, even invented, by Giscard d'Estaing and myself has 
become one of the most important instruments for preventing the struggle of everybody 

against everybody else which turned the thirties into a world economic disaster. 


Strauss: The question seems a bit unfair to me because the person looking back at history 
and judging and condemning those who acted at the time is free from the compulsion of making 
a decision. Naturally any contemporary politician will say that he would have done everything 
entirely differently than did Bruening. Today, we know that it was wrong for Bruening 

to embark on the course of radically cutting state spending, on the one hand, and hiking 
taxes, on the other; it was wrong to govern with a system of emergency ordinances; it was 
wrong to hope that he would gain a broad majority in the Reichstag, ircluding the Social 
Democrats, for his planned restorative constitutional amendment. The two most urgent 
problems of that year, containment of political extremism from left and right, could not 

be solved by him in this way. But let us not forget that in his measures Bruening had 

the backing of Reich President Luther as well as of most representatives of the science 

of finance of that time. At the time the theories of Keynes, of an overall national economic 
account and an anticyclical financial policy were not the general property of science. 
Besides, the struggle against the enemies of the state had to be waged in the painful 
knowledge that the Weimar Republic was not supported by many Germans. 


What therefore ensues is a paradox: Only a Reich chancellor who experienced the collapse 
of the Weimar Republic and recognized its causes clearly could have prevented this very 
collapse by relaxing the strict deflationary course and properly assessing the destructive 
force of leftist and rightist extremism. The Weimar Republic could have been saved only 
through an alliance of the parties of the center including the SPD, the trade unions and 
the Reichswehr--and Hindenburg would have gone along, too. 


Question: Which qualities do you esteem most in your opponent? 
Schmidt: Here may I be allowed to quote what I said in the ZDF series “Personal Data" in 


1966, that is, 14 years ago: "Strauss is an immensely talented man. He is a man with great 
abilities, a great variety of abilities. 
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He has a very good education, a good memory, a brilliant eloquence; he can capture a 

round of professors just as he can captivate a gigantic assembly of people. Power of 
decison, energy, probably also courage. On the other hand, this great amount of abilities, 
all of which by themselves are desirable for a politician and which also turn this Strauss 
into the bundle of energy that he is, is set off, I believe, by a lacl of self-control. 
There, I am not quite sure whether Strauss knows ahead of time what he will say...” 


Strauss: His talent to convey as correct to the people comparisons that are unfounded. 
Question: When have you lost ycur temper? 


Schmidt: I do not think that I have lost my temper in public even once. At the time 

I received the nickname "Schmidt the Lip" [Schmi’t-Schnauze] I often reacted quite 
sharply. Occasionally I can become very impatient or blow my stack. This happens 
rarely, and then only in a small circle. If I ever have offended anybody I usually have 
asked forgiveness afterwards as well. 


Strauss: When my son (Franz Georg) played the "Flea's Waltz” on the piano for the 
hundredth time within an hour. But that was more than 10 years ago, and my son has long 
forgiven me the “dressing down" of that time. Today he probably plays this tune, which 
seems to be beyond eradication, only occasionally. 


Question: Do you consider your election campaign opponent adequately capable of not 
losing self-control in his handling of power? 


Schmidt: No. 


Strauss: The loss of self-control in handling power is not only reflected by the fact 
that the powerful man goes beyond the bounds set for him by law and constitution. 
Likewise anyone misuses power who fails to use it or uses it only on the basis of 
opportunism. And this is exactly what Helmut Schmidt does whenever he is afraid the 
leftwingers of his own party will refuse to follow him. Let me just cite the following 
catchwords in this context: Forked tongue on the question of enhancement of nuclear 
energy, gradual loosening up of the Western alliance through alienation, especially 
toward the United States, the hasty policy on the East and on Germany which is only too 
ready to make advance concessions. Besides, this same man who is so very much 

imbued with his allegedly northern German cool and calm air that he already considers 
this expressive of a statesman's greatness, does not stop at abusing the CDU/CSU as 
“incapable of peace" and disparaging my person with expressions such as “arsonist, trouble- 
maker, berserk, trade union destroyer and man without decency." This, too, I consider 
misuse of the power granted to the chancellor by the Basic Law. His irate invectives 
against the bishops, the threats and announcements uttered, prove that he does not have 
enough self-control in handling power. On the other hand, he is too weak to prevail 
over the leftwing radicals in his party or to dismiss the scandalous Minister Baum. 


Question: When and on what occiision did you notice signs of intolerance and lust for 
power on your part, and when did you notice it on the part of your competitor? 


Schmidt: As regards myself, others are better suited to assess that. I do not want 
to present myself as Nathan the wise, and I really have no talent for Bonapartism. 


As regards Mr Strauss, I will content myself with the statement that this politician 
divides our people more and more. I think that this is not a subjective judgment but 
an exact statement. He creates discord among the people because he is as he is. 


Strauss: I would not have become a politician if I shied back from power or even 

despised it. He who seeks a state office must be prepared to exert power: in the framework 
of our moral principles, in the framework of the constitution and the laws, in 

control, periodically replacable, and morally responsible. 
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He must act for state power being firmly used against the enemies of democracy and of 

our liberal constitutional system. Such an attitude may look "domineering" from the 
perspective of those endulging in anarchist dreams. I call it responsibly dealing with 
power. As regards intolerance, who likes to admit that he is beset by it? One ought 

to ask the people with whom I deal daily or at least frequently: my family members, friends, 
colleagues. But if I must give an answer: I am tolerant except in moments when I am beset 
with the above described “Bavarian fury," which is not evil, because otherwise it would 

be a crime according to Thomas Mann. As regards occasional or frequent lust for power 

or intolerance with regard to Helmut Schmidt, one ought to be fair enough to ask those 
living and working in his immediate environment or who are subjects of his lack of self- 
control. 


Question: Would you be prepared in an emergency to be vice chancellor in the cabinet 
of your election campaign opponent? 


Schmidt: No. I cannot imagine doing that with Mr Strauss now, particularly since I 
consider him an unpredictable man in an hour of need. 


We would safeguard in some other way the cooperation of all parties in a great emergency 
involving our people. But such an emergency is not on the horizon. Moreover, I am 
using all my strength to avoid the coming about of such an emergency and for Mr Strauss 
not to become chancellor on 5 October. 


Strauss: I have always stressed that political parties and democratic politicians ought 
to basic lly and mutually declare their eligibility to form a coalition and to cooperate. 

I have demonstrated this as my approach in practice, despite all the sharpness of political 
disputes. 


I consider a grand coalition an outspoken emergency solution. If it must be accepted to 
avoid negative developments for our people which otherwise could not be avoided, there is 
nothing else one can do. If really a most drastic aggravation came about, such as the 
danger of war or a grave economic crisis as a consequence of Soviet action involving our 
vital flanks, every chancellor in office would have to sav: I need the most important man 
of the opposition so that we can master the situation together. 


POLITICAL LEADERS DISCUSS FOREIGN, SECURITY POLICIES 
DW301732 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 2015 GMT 29 Sep 80 


{Excerpts from roundtable discussion "Germany Prior to the Elections" conducted by 
reporters Theo M. Loch and Peter Schulz with Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher, 
Federal Defense Minister Hans Apel, Lower Saxony Finance Minister Walter Leissler Kiep 
and Manfred Woerner, chairman of the Bundestag Defense Policy Committee; place not given-- 
live or recorded] 


[Excerpts] [Question] Assuming that the CDU/CSU will win the Bundestag elections, what 
concrete steps would you undertake as the future foreign minister to improve relations 
with the United States, which the opposition considers as upset, without abandoning the 
Federal Republic's independent foreign policy? 


[Kiep] The most important thing would be to make a careful analysis of the world situation 
in the early eighties, together with the U. S. Administration which will be elected in 
early November. After the analysis an attempt must be made to find the resulting common 
interests, what common policy will be possible and necessary to pursue considering that 

the balance of forces between the East and the West and the common action of the alliance 
are the prerequisite of safeguarding peace. 


In such a talk or analysis it will be important to stress the things one has in common as 
well as the special interests of the Federal Republic of Germany due to its geographic 
location as divided country on the seam between the East and the West with an open flank-- 
Berlin. 
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Through Berlin it will automatically be included in all tensions of the world, so 

to speak. That must be included in the analysis in order to find out what one can do 
together and what one possibly cannot do together because of the special situation of 
Germany. Out of this a common Western policy should be developed for the Eighties. 


{[Genscher] I believe that the opposition is caught in a contradiction. We all know that 
the Federal Republic's foreign policy is imbedded in a joint Western policy of the 
European Community as well as of the Western alliance. I would consider it dangerous, 
frankly speaking, if the oppesition speaks of the need for a change or turn of foreign 
policy. It would practically mean bringing up the question of where a change or turn 
should take place, where we will quit the common Western policy. 


I want to quote three examples: The opposition was against the signing of the final 
document of Helsinki. All the Western states were in favor of this. The opposition 
considered the signal the federal chaucellor and I brought back from Moscow for the 
initiation of negotiations on medium-range arms as a means to exert pressure on the 
United States, but the United States as well as all the other allies and we ourselves 
believe that negotiations must begin now. TIhat has been agreed between the U.S. secre- 
tary of state and the Soviet foreign minister. The Americuns, we and all the Western 
partners believed that we ought to help Poland without interfering in their internal 
affairs by voicing prerequisites. The opposition wanted to voice prerequisites. Seen 
that way, I really believe Mr Strauss ought to go to America, even if he is not a federal 
chancellor, in order to settle the upset relations between the oppostion and the United 
States and not between the Federal Republic and the United States. 


[Woerner] Despite all my appreciation of the irony the foreign minister has demonstrated 
here, there is, forexample, the incontestable problem involving reactions on Afghanistan. 
The United States and the Europeans were not of the same opinion and as before there is 
no agreement in this respect. It is equally incontestable that the American President 
repeatedly has voiced his discontent that the Europeans are obviously lagging behind with 
regard to sanctions. It is equally obvious that one has not succeeded up to this day-- 
particularly not in coordinated American-European talks, in achieving a common Western 
answer to the Soviet Union's permanent expansion of power. 


[Apel] I find that we should not make general statements but get down to facts. If we 
do that, we will find, for example, that we in the Federal Republic of Germany did not 

go to the Olympic games out of solidarity with the United States. The federal chancellor 
and Foreign Minister Genscher have discussed Afghanistan in no uncertain terms in Moscow. 
If anybody has said plainly how matters are, it was the two of them representing our 
country. 


As regards sanctions, one can demonstrate these days with the Gildemann case that merely 
suspicion has been sowed. We keep to all international agreements. We do not supply 
anything to the Soviet Union that has not jointly been agreed on. I believe that Mr Kiep 
and Mr Strauss must correct their course. 


[Question] Is the Bundeswehr's position within NATO sufficient, or musi it be improved? 


{[Woerner] The Bundeswehr makes a considerable contribution to the alliance. Nobody will 
contest that. But there are a number of shortcomings which must be improved. First of 
all, there is going to be a financial gap that will make it more and more difficult for 
the Bundeswehr to maintain its procurement projects. We have personnel problems, consid- 
erable problems with the service time of the soldiers and with their chances to be promoted. 
There is a shortage of ammunition and equipment materiel at the the moment. I hear that 
we will not be able to pay some parts of the bill this year. 
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There are no doubts that the Bundeswehr in its present form is unable to take some of 
the burden from the Americans, something we want to do because the Americans may want to 
increase their presence in the Indian Ocean or the Persian Gulf. 


I will frankly tell you about my greatest concern: We are losing our defease preparedness! 
It is most important for the quality of an army, for the quality of territorial defense 

as awhole. I say the following to the defense ministers: I find that if it is impossible 
in the SPD to implement a comm" approach to defense problems, if young socialists 
demonstrate together with communists against the Bundeswehr in Bremen, if the SPD is not 
able any more to keep defense preparedness under control, it will be extremely difficult 

to maintain our defense preparedness with regard to the young generation and with regard 

to our people as a whole. 


[Apel] I will begin with the Bundeswehr's position in NATO. A single opinion exists 
reaching from Washington to Moscow: It is one of the best armies in the world. Manfred 
Woerner has just admitted this too. I fully realize that naturally everything could 

be much better and that I will be facing financial problems in the coming years. We will 
manage the financial problems in any case. We will not be able to procure everything 
the military wants to have. But if we then were to make an international comparison, 

we would find that we continue to hold a very good position. 


That is a great problem, because the more we do, the more we will be prepared to say that 
we wil’ do this and that and take over the other, the more we then will run the risk 
that others, such as the Belgians, the Dutch and the Danes will say: That is fine, we 
can withdraw and the Germans will take over our tasks. One must ca* ‘ully see to it 
that this does not take place. 


[Question] Is detente divisible? 


[Genscher] Detente cannot be divisible because we live in a world that is growing more 
and more close together. The fact that the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan is a 

subject of our present debate demonstrates that we do not consider it impertinent to create 
a connection between the composition of the government in the Federal Republic of Germany 
and the invasion in Afghanistan. 


There was a CDU government when the Russians invaded Hungary. I do not hold you responsible 
for that, but please do not pretend that your absence from the government was the reason, 

or one of two reasons for the Russian invasion of Afghanistan. The alliance is quite 

all right. 


The situation is the following: We in Europe have achieved a certain stabilization of 
the situation due to detente policy. We can see this quite clearly if we view the 
following developments: war in Iraq and Iran, a continuing crisis in Afghanistan--and 
all of this does not affect Berlin, which has been the case in the past. I consider that 
progress and not a disadvantage. 


We must make it clear to the Soviet Union with Western reactions that detente will not 
stand another strike of that kind. That has been put down in the German-French statement. 
We ought to give some thought to whether the events in Poland, which we observed very 
closely would have developed the way they did if we did not have detente in Europe but 
cold war. There were similar liberalitation tendencies in the past: In Czechoslovakia 
in 1968, in Hungary in 1956 and in the GDR in 1953; they all found a grave end. Under 
the prerequisites of detente it was possible to make a certain step forward in Poland. 

I consider that as positive. 


{Question) Is there any alternative to a security policy which will not inevitably lead 
to an arms race? 


{[Genscher] Colleague Kiep, it is my opinion that the treaty policy indeed has been conm- 
pleted to a point where we have settled the bilateral problems with Eastern Europe. 








VII. 1 Oct 80 J 17 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CERMANY 


The detente process has not been historically concluded, it must continue. And now 

comes the question as to the dimensions in which th:- is to be done. In this respect the 
determining factor for the eighties will be the question concerning the arms control and 
disarmament. 


[Apel] This is exactly the problem. We have created a certain groundwork of autual 
confidence. Where distrust becomes most plainly visible--namely on the part of the 
military--we are only at the beginnings. This is quite evident. But I am warning against 
considering these 7 years as having failed, for the negotiations in themselves were quite 
valuable. They led to a point where the questions, for instance, of how many trvops do 
you actually have in Poland, in the GDR, in the CSSR, and how many do we think you have, 
have become points of debate which lead both sides t) the finding that here we must 

go on working. And I think we will still need a lot of time in that respect. 


[Question] What do you propose to do to cut down this arms race? Or should the policies 
boil down to temporising unti!? the Soviet Union comes round to seeing reason? 


[Apel] Detente policy during the past decade was not a policy of illusions but, on the 
German sive, supported with defense efforts which also took effect. This was not true 
for all the countries of Western Europe. The second part of my answer: Afghanistan 
cannot be resolved through military means. It can be solved only with diplomacy and 
with development aid, with a concentrated action. I think the Westera strategy is not 
so bad. We cannot contrive to push the Soviet Union out of Afghanistan. This is a 
long diplomatic process. 


[Genscher] We assume that security can be had only as a result of balance. If one side-- 
the Soviet Union--seeks superiority, then this superiority must be balanced through 

arms efforts of our om. This is uncontested. The second point is, however, that 

anyone trying to establish the balance this way will end up in a nonsensical arms race; 
and this is why arms control is necessary. Hence, our proposal: Negotiations on medium- 
range missiles; establishment of a European disarmament conference so as to create 
confidence-building measures for all of Europe; activation of the MBFR negotiations in 
Vienna; the need for ratifying SALT II. These constitute concrete steps for achieving 

a containment of the arms race. This has nothing in common with illusions, for this 

is offset by the readiness to close the arms gap wherever the Soviet Union violates 

the balance by an armament lead. But I warn against seeing the remedy solely through 

the closure of the arms gap. 


[Question] Which concrete, tangible humanitarian improvements are attainable at all 
in inter-German relations? 


{[Genscher] It is my view that it must be our objective to open the way into the 

Federal Republic for younger GDR people as well. We do not have as great a communication 
standard with the GDR as we maintain with other East European states. Here we must go 

on negotiating step by step. I think the option of meeting is the strongest asset. I 
really wish that every graduating class from our country would first of all plan on 
visiting a town in the GDR too. This would also constitute and opportunity for personal 
meetings which should be exploited. 


[Kiep] The two gentlemen pretend that the CDU/CSU is about to call detente policy in 
question. Meanwhile, the entire U. S. public is in a process of new assessment of the 
U. S. interests afver 10 years of efforts for better relations with the Soviet Union, 
the result being thet everybody in the United States says that things just cannot go 

on as they do. We met restore the balance, for it is only on the basis of balance and 
of the indivisibility of detente that we have a chance of making any headway. 


[Question] What security-policy options does the Federal Republic have to exert 
influence on the developments in the Gulf region. 
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[Genscher] To begin with, the goal must be to confine the conflict to the countries in 
which it is transpiring at the moment. Secondly, our entire North-South policy must be 
concentrated on strengthening the efforts for independence of the countries of the Third 
World by stabilizing them irternally, on making them independent states and preventing 

us from being victimized by the temptation of either rejecting these states by saying 
that they are too close to Moscow, or pulling them over to our side. An independent Third 
World is the best guarantee for stability of peace in the Third World. 


[Woerner] To begin with, a mission of the Bundeswehr in the Middle East: No! Yet we 
cannot just ignore this threat. This is where the oil is which we need, this is our jugular 
vein. Even if the danger is located outside the alliance we must come up with an ansver. 
What must this answer be? In my opinion it must have two parts. What is required, first, 
is an intensification of the political and economic cooperation with the states located 
there; secondly, what the alliance needs is a division of labor answer to the question as 
to who will ensure through a military presence that the Soviet Union will not advance there 
any further. As matters stand this could only be the Americans. This is why we say: 
Coordinate in the alliance on the basis of a division of labor with the roles divided 

up in economic, politi:al, and military respects; with the Bundeswehr not involved but 
instead with the Federal Republic and Europe relieving the Americans here in Europe. 


[Apel] All of us need to know that we have article 87A of the Basic Law which provides for 
the assignment of German troops only for the purpose of territorial defense. Anyone 
toying with other ideas--this is also impossible for German naval vessels--is talking 

at odds with the Basic Law. My second remark: division of labor in the alliance--agreed. 
Work is being done on that. Yet it is only under two conditions that I would be prepared 
to discuss this issue and to hold discussions subsequently as well. The first condition 
is that it should not involve the Germans alone. This alliance is running the great risk 
of becoming an organization with different kinds of membership. There are no passive members 
in NATO. The second condition is that it must be clear that the Americans remain fully 
present here in central Europe with their ground forces, with their air forces. For if 
they were to leave here--even just partially--we would be exposed to the grave danger that 
the deterrence in central Europe might grow brittle since it is also based on the fact 
that many allies, especially the Americans, are present here apart from the Bundeswehr. 
These are my two conditions, and this is what we are debating. Then we will submit 
proposals to the defense committee. The whole thing then will turn into a comparable 
expensive operation. 


[Question] It is always being said here with reference to the Basic Law that a mission of 
the Bundeswehr outside the NATO area is prohibited. But it happened in the past several 
occasions that the United Nations formed so-called peace forces which were assigned, for 
instance, to the border area of Israel. If Germany were asked now to put up a troop 
contingent as well, for instance for the Iraq/Iran area, what would the answer be? 


{[Kiep] I do not wish to comment on the question. All I know is that the United Nations 
organization as well as our Basic Law expressly includes the contribution to a collective 
peace-keeping operation, and if the United Nations were to do this, which would be a 
purely hypothetical case, we surely would have to do it as well. Today I heard a lot about 
the need for safeguarding peace in the Middle East and in the Near East, in the world at 
large. Mr Foreign Minister, do you believe that it serves peace and the predictability 
of German foreign policy, the coitinuity and predictability of our foreign policy, if 
the other side in this election campaign~--and clearly you, Mr Apel-~constantly claims 
that a change in responsibility in the Federal Republic of Germany will bring us closer 
to World War III. I believe that this in itself is the most peace-endangering utterance 
which we have heard from a German mouth lately on this whole subject. 


[Genscher] I think it is a political utterance destabilizing the balance if the Union 
demands a reversal and a change in German foreir¢ policy in an undifferentiated manner. 
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This is what your colleague Von Wrangel has said, This is what your program contains in 
writing: A change in German foreign policy. You would have to make this clear. If 

you said you intend to continue the policy unchanged, if you averred this today, this would 
be highly important to us with respect to the predictability of our foreign policy. 
Anybody having any common sense at all will not suggest this about World War III to 
another democratic party. I did not like the discussion on the security in the Third 
World a while ago. You discussed the military aspect of it too much. What was neglected 
too much was the question of what we might contribute toward achieving social and economic 
conditions there which will make these countries stable. If you pump the Third World 

full of arms while the people go hungry, there will be wars there. And this is why 

I tell you that the primary thing is development aid. 


GENSCHER CITES STANCE ON IRAQ-IRAN CONFLICT 
.D301216 Hamburg DPA in German 1101 GMT W Sep 80 


[Text] Bonn, 30 Sep (DPA)--Federal Foreiyn Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher has stated that, 
with its EC partners, the Federal Government supports the maintenance of the free movement 
of shipping in the Persian Gulf, which is “vital for the entire community of states." 

In a speech to the Second World Congress of Soviet and East Eurupean Studies in Garmisch- 
Partenkirchen today, Genscher announced readiness to support any international initiative 
likely to lead to a political solution of the conflict between Iraq and Iran. 


Genscher said that the war between the two countries further threatens the stability of 

the Mideast region, which is already uneasy enough. The most important immediate objective 
must be to prevent the conflict from spreading and leading to an East-West dispute with 

even more dangerous consequences. So far it has been possible to localize the conflict, 
which is not least the result of the interest of important powers in preserving the process 
of detente. Genscher said that the beginning of the Eighties will bring forth developments 
which contain great dangers for the Europeans. In addition to the conflict between Iraq 

and Iran he mentioned the tense situation in the Middle East, the latent dangers of the 

arms race, the struggle with regard ta the distribution of increasingly scarce raw materials 
and the gap between North and South. 


GOVERNMENT SETS OUT INTENTIONS FOR MADRID CSCE 
LD302030 Hamburg DPA in German 1602 GMT 30 Sep 80 


[Text] Bonn (DPA)--The Federal Government on Tuesday once again described a European 
disarmament conference as one of its major aims at the Madrid review of the European 
security conference. In a reply to a parliamentary question by the SPD and FDP on the 
future of detente, published on Tuesday, the government says that the proposed disarmament 
conference should adopt “militarily significant confidence-building measures applicable 
throughout Europe." The conference was proposed by France, and the Federal Government is 
taking a major part in transforming this Franch proposal into a joint Western position. 
Bonn wants a political debate at the Madrid meeting on basic issues of East-West relations 
to give a fresh impetus to detente. The Federal Government will stress the importance of 
the humanitarian element and emphasize that confidence should be built by concrete measures 
in the military field rather than by mainly declaratory proposals. Another Bonn aim is 

to call a high-level meeting on energy. 


The GDR's conduct will be measured in terms of the provisions of the Helsinki Final Act, 
the Federal Government's reply states. This Final Act is of great importance for relations 
between the two German states. The Final Act has facilitated efforts to overcome the 
situation that arose in Poland. 


The reply says that the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan “dealt a heavy blow" to general 
East-West relations. At the Madrid review conference the Federal Government will point 
out this violation of the Helsinki principles. 
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PAKISTAN’S ZIAUL HAQ STOPS IN PARIS ON WAY TO NEW YORK 
LD301922 Paris Domestic Service in French 1900 GMT WO Sep 80 


[Text] Pakistani President Ziaul Haq arrived in Paris 20 minutes ago from Baghdad en 
route to New York. The chairman of the Islamic Conference is being received at this very 
moment by Valery Giscard d*Estaing at the Elysee to discuss the diplomatic situation with 
regard to the repercussions of the Iran-Iraq war. 


Meeting With Giscard 
NC302038 Paris AFP in English 2030 GMT WO Sep 80 


[Text] Paris, 30 Sep (AFP)--Pakistani President Mohammad Ziaul Haq said today he was 

“very hopeful” about the chances of a peaceful solution to the Iran-Iraq conflict following 
his talks in the capit ls of the two warring countries. Gen Zia, who heads the 40-nation 
Islamic Conference, met French President Valery Giscard d‘Estaing late today for a 30- 
minute talk on his mission aimed at ending hostilities between the two oil-rich gulf 
neighbors. He was originally scheduled to meet Mr Giscard d‘Estaing on Sunday but after 
preliminary talks in Baghdad and Tehran, he postponed his visit to France and returned to 
the Iraqi capital for further consultations. He arrived in the French capital from 


Baghdad. 


After the meeting, a spokesman for Mr Giscard d‘Estaing said that the French leader has 
“demonstrated the interest and support of France for any initiative of the Islamic 
Conference in favor of opening negotiations” between the two warring neighbors. Immediately 
after his meeting with the French president, Gen Zia was to leave for New York where, as 
acting president of the Islamic Conference, he is to address the United Nations General 
Assembly tomorrow. 


GISCARD WELCOMES GABON'S PRESIDENT ON OFFICIAL VISIT 
AB301915 Paris AFP in French 1626 GMT 30 Sep 80 


[Text] Paris, 30 Sep (AFP)--The president of Gabon, Mr Omar Bongo, began his 4-day 
official visit to France on Tuesday. The Gabonese head of state was welcomed at the Paris 
airport by President Valery Giscard d'Estaing. After the military honors were rendered, 
the two heads of state, accompanied by their spouses, gave two short speeches in the VIP 
lounge of the airport. 


President Giscard d'Estaing first of all recalled France's deep attachment to Gabon, 10 
years after President Bongo's first official visit ot France. On bilateral matters, the 
French head of state indicated that he would study with his guest means of strengthening 
a very intense cooperation. Men. ioninj, the numerous international problems which are to 
be examined during the meetings, President Giscar:) d'Estaing praised (Mr Bongo's) 
attachment to the cause of development and of peas in Africa, and his eminent qualities 
as a man of dialogue. 


In his reply, President Bongo in particular expressed the opinion that bilateral cooper- 
ation between Libreville and Paris since the independence of his country had been based 
on pragmatism and realism. 


The Gabonese delegation comprises several ministers, in particular, Mr Martin Bongo, min- 
ister of foreign affairs and cooperation; Mr Edouard-Alexis Mbouy-Boutzit, minister of 
mines, energy and hydraulic resources; and Mr Jean-Pierre Lemboumba-Lepandou, minister 

of economy and finance. On the French side one noted the presence of Mr Yvon Bourges and 
Mr Robert Galley, ministers of defense and of cooperation respectively. The two heads 

of state, who arrived in the center ot the capital by helicopter, were to have a first 
meeting in the Elysee immediately followice their arrival. 
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NEWSPAPER CARRIES DEMOCRATIC ALLIANCE ELECTION MANIFESTO 
LD291447 Lisbon DIARIO DE NOTICIAS in Portuguese 23 Sep 80 pp 4, 9 


[Apparent text of Democratic Alliance election manifesto: “Democratic Alliance Wishes 
To Modernize Country and Advance Toward Europe™] 


[Exe rpts] Portugal and the Portuguese people spoke out on 2 December 1979 against 
ambiguity and for clarity, against insecurity and for stability, and against socialist 
bureaucracy and for liberating change. The Portuguese people are called on to confirm 
on 5 October 1980 their faith in the program which they have already chosen. In the 
name of that program, Portugal won in 1979. Im its name, it will win again in 1980. 


What Is at Stake in the Elections 
A European Model of Society 


We want a European and Western society to live and prosper in our country: a society in 
which cultural, social and ideological pluralism will be respected; in which freedom 
will be practiced and responsibility exercised; in which the enterprice and creativeness 
of citizens and social groups will be developed; in which progress will be made toward 
increasingly improved forms of political, economic and social democratization; in which 
the state will serve the dignity of the human individual; in which lawful political 
power will be exercised without impositions by economic power and without coercion by 
military sectors; and in which social solidarity and a sense of justice wil) govern re- 
lations among citizens and between them and the state. 


A Stable and Constructive Covernment 


Portugal needs more than ever a government capable of stably and consistently adopting 
and implementing a national and democratic blueprint. Portugal must not have over the 
next 4 years the six different governments which it had over the last 4 years; it must 
not have again a different government every 8 months. Only in the Democratic Alliance 
does the ability exist to guarantee this ain. 


A Genuine Democratic System 


The Constitution of the Republic will have to be radically revised in accordance with 
the lines advocated by the Democratic Alliance, to guarantee; all human individual free- 
doms and rights; the unity of the state and regionalization; the power of citizens to 
choose through the ballot box the programs of national, regional or local government 
which most appeal to them at all times; the subordination of the armed forces to the 
democratic political power; and the abolition of the Council of the Revolution. 


What We Propose 


To Unite the Portuguese People 


To unite the Portuguese people around the aims of a freer country, 4 more prosperous 
nation and a more democrztic state. 

To unite the Portuguese people around a truly democratic constitution, so that the basic 
law can be a subject of consensus and not a source of bitter discord. 
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To Create Wealth and Distribute It Justly 


The Demecratic Alliance government has observed some simple principles in its economic 
policy. mational private enterprise has the principal role in the correct utilization 
of the Portuguese people's creative energies and Portugal's natural resources; the pub- 
lic sector must not constitute a burden and must be profitable and productive and a 
factor of progress for the community; cooperative activity, guided by principles of 


independence, deserves constant support and encouragement. 
To Struggle Against Inflaticn and Unemployment 


Preserving the workers’ purchasing power will remain our major ain. 

We intend to conduct a broad debate on the introduction of an organized prices and in- 
comes policy. 

We expect an important contribution from ihe accelerated modernization of Portuguese 
agriculture. 

The creation of employment must be achieved through greater activation of the soney 
market, investment and full utilization of existing preéuction capacity. 


Priority for Most Underprivileged 


It is our aim to drastically reduce the number of unemployed and to correctly distribute 
and administrate unemployment benefits to reduce the effects of the economic crisis on 
the members of the population capable of working. 


The social and occupational integration of the disabled and their training in an adequate 
manner will constitute a basic concern of the government. 


The elderly aust find further protection over the next 4 years through state action and 
aid from the local authorities and private institutions. 


Living conditions in prisons and the improvement of assistance schemes for prisoners’ 
families will be considered. 


The gradual elimination of siums and the restoration of dilapidated housing and its 
possible modernization, specifically with respect to basic sanitation, will be a constant 
challenge to the Democratic Alliance government. 


To Consolidate Democracy and Regionalize the Country 


Democracy is an irreversible fact of our collective life. We intend to consolidate it 
and fully guarantee it immediately at the political level. 


Following th: revision of the constitution, the armed forces will be subordinate to the 
democratic political power. We propose that regionalization, as 4 means for making the 
decisionmaking process more participatory and more democratic, should be a key topic of 
our national reflection over the next 4 years. 


To Modernize Portugal and Advance Toward Europe 


To advance toward Europe is not to reject the past of coexistence with peoples of other 
continents. With a stable Democratic Alliance government for 4 years and a president 
of the republic such as General Soares Carneiro, capable of maintaining loyal and real 
institutional and political solidarity with the government chosen by the people, the 
Portuguese people will have the best political preconditions for tackling the enormous 
tasks of modernizing Portugal. 
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DENMARK 
PAPER REPORTS FOREICN MINISTER OLESEN TALKS WITH CROMYKO 
LD301507 Copenhagen BERLINCSKE TIDENDE ir Danish 27 Sep 80 part 1 p 4 
[RITZAUS BUREAU report: “Talks Between Gromyko and Kjeld Olesen™) 


[Text] Washington--On Friday, Danish Foreign Minister Kjeld Olesen had an hour-long 
meeting with Soviet Forzign Minister Andrey Gromyko at the Soviet UN Mission in New 
York. The two foreign sinisters discussed a number of bilateral and international 
questions, and the meeting took plece in a relaxed and frank atmosphere, according to 
Kjeld Olesen. Soviet UN [as published] Ambassador Anatoliy Dobrynin also cook part 
in the talks between Kjeld Olesen acd Andrey Cromyko. 





The Soviet foreign minister stres:2c to Kjeld Olesen the good bilateral relations that 
exist between Denmark and th: Soviet Union, and for his part Kjeld Olesen stressed the 
Danish Government's concerr ever tne East-West problem in the current tense interna- 
tional situation. 


Foreign Minister Olesen took the opportunity to brief Andrey Gromyko on the Danish 
Government's wider definition of security problems, including, for example, the ques- 
tion of a new international economic world order and the problems of Nortt.-South rela- 
tions. Kjeld Olesen also pointed out that Denmark has taken an initiative on making a 
study of conventional arms in connection with disarmament efforts, and he asked the 
Soviet foreign minister directly whether suppor’, in this commection could be expected 
from the Soviet Union, but Cromyko did net give a direct answer. 


Kjeld Olesen gave an account of the Danish Government's view of the Soviet intervention 
in Afghanistan, but did not go into details on this issue. Kjeld Olesen expressed the 
Danish Government's satisfaction that agreement had been reached between the U.S. and 
Soviet Governments on the resumption of negotiations in Geneva next month on long- 
range [as published] tactical nuclear arms. 


He also briefed Gromyko on the proposal, that the Danish Government put forward in NATO 
last December, for a 6-month moratorium on so-called Burostrategic arms, and he took 
the opportunity to chide Gromyko with the fact that this Danish proposal only merited 
four or five lines in the Soviet newspaper PRAVDA. 


Andrey Gromyko said the Soviet Union makes the ratification of the SALT II atreement a 
condition for the completion of the coming negotiations in Geneva. Kjeld Olesen told 
the Soviet foreign minister that the Danish Government in its speech to the UN General 
Assembly recently had precisely supported the notion of the swift ratification of the 
SALT II agreement. 


Kjeld Olesen also gave an account of the Danish defense policy debate and he took the 
opportunity to point to the marked increase in Soviet forces, especially in the Baltic 
area and in northern Europe. Here Gromyko answered that he thought it only natural 
that the Soviet Union should develop its defense forces and the quality of its arms 
systems in this part of the world too. 





SWEDEN 
NAVY CONTINUES SEARCH FOR SUSPECTED FOREIGN SUBMARINE 


LD301835 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1700 GMT 30 Sep 80 


{Text] The search for the foreign submarine in the Stockholm Archipelago continued 
today without success. About 20 ships and several navy helicopters are still engaged 
in the search, but nothing has been seen of the submarine since Sunday. 





VII. 1 Oct 80 CYPRUS Ril 


CAGATAY COMMENTS ON INTERCOMMUNAL TALKS, IRAN-IRAQ WAR 
TA281410 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in English to Cyprus 1215 GMT 28 Sep 80 


[Text] The Prime Minister and president of the National Unity Party, Mr Cagatay, has 
said that with the latest proposals the Turkish Cypriot side had brought the Cyprus 
intercommunal talks to a stage where the Greek Cypriot side had to prove its good will. 
Mr Cagatay was speaking this morning at a congress of the National Unity Party meeting 
in Nicosia. He stressed the conviction that the only solution to the Cyprus problem was 
through intercommunal talks and for this reason, the Turkish Cypriots were attending 
these talks with good will. He repeated that good will from the Greek Cypriot side was 
a necessity if the talks were to succeed. He reiterated that the Turkish Cypriot side 
Was awaiting with interest the Greek Cypriot response to the proposals it had made on 
Wednesday. 


Mr Cagatay said that one of the points in the Turkish Cypriot proposals was the lifting 
of the inhuman Greek Cypriot economic embargo against the Turkish Cypriot community. 

He stressed that such an action by the Greek Cypriot side would pave the way to the 
establishment of an atmosphere of peace in the island and assist in a political solution. 
He added that the socio-economic difficulties facing the Turkish Cypriot community were 
being adversely affected by the delay in the political solution of the Cyprus problen. 
Mr Cagatay called on the Turkish Cypriot opposition parties to cooperate with the 
government in efforts to overcome those difficulties. 


Prime Minister Cagatay also referred to the current conflict between Iran and Iraq and 
pointed out that this conflict which was taking place at one of the most important oil- 
producing centers of the world would inevitably affect the production of crude oil and 
create unbearable increases in the cost of oil and oil products. He stressed that it was 
natural that the federated state's economy should also be affected by these developments. 
He said that the Turkish Cypriot community should be prepared to face new sacrifices in 
the efforts to overcome the economic difficulties which would face it because of the 
conflict in Iran and Iraq. Following Mr Cagatay's address, the National Unity Party 
congress continued its work in closed session. 


CYPRUS MAIL REPORTS PRO-KIPRIANOU PARAMILITARY GROUP 
NC280735 Nicosia CYPRUS MAIL in English 28 Sep 80 p 1 


[Excerpts] The editor of the Greek Cypriot weekly "AMMOKHOSTOS" (FAMAGUSTA), Mr Nikos 
Falas, was yesterday brought before the Nicosia District Court and charged with publish- 
ing “false news likely to undermine public order and shake the confidence of the public 
to the state and to disturb the peace". The charge is connected with a report in his 
paper yesterday in which he said that a secret organisation codenamed "K7" had been 
formed in order to keep President Kiprianou in power “with dynamic means" if the 
government budgets were voted down. 


The report claimed that the organisation was masterminded by officers of the Cyprus Army 
attached to the national guard in key positions. It also alleged that the leaders of 

the organisation are trying to widen their organisation and secure “unrecorded” modern 
"equipment". The aim, it said, was to keep Kiprianou in the presidency by all means even 
if he lost the support of the public and if he was under pressure from the parties to 
resign. 


"The seven founders of the organisation, the report said (evidently the K7 denoted that 
seven were the leaders) were determined to support the president “with dynamic means" 

if AKEL and splinters of the Democratic Party forced Kiprianou to resign. As a footnote 
the report said: "Reports that the seven had secured the support of an influential figure 
before they formed the organisation could not be corroborated. But the seven are known 
for their political affinities and their friendly relations with the government." 
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I VRADHINI: ‘WAR OF NERVES' NOT AFFECTING DECISIONS ON NATO 
AT301559 Athens I VRADHINI in Greek 30 Sep 80 pp 1-2 
{From the “Evening” column: “Scottish Bath?"] 


[Text] Many reports have been published in Athens newspapers on the substance of the 
talks between Foreign Minister Konstandinos Mitsotakis with his U.S. counterpart, 

E. Muskie. These reports, together with dispatches from Brussels, reports on the talks 
between Mrs Thatcher and Rallis, and interviews and statements of Turkish diplomats who 
represent the new Turkish military regime, have created some confusion since they con- 
tradict each other on various points. Thus, the issue of Greece's return to the joint 
military command of the Atlantic Alliance is sometimes presented as almost being solved-- 
very soon, actually before the lst of December, according to one dispatch--and sometimes 
as being complicated; sometimes Ankara is piesented as being more flexible and sometimes 
as being more touch; and the Greek Government is sometimes presented as determined and 
sometimes as “bluffing".... We believe that uader such circumstances, an effort to 
clarify things somewhat would be useful. 


This period of international tension in the wake of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan 
and the war between Iran and Iraq does not at all lead iiself to being a "Scottish bath" 
{alternating hot and cold water]. However, these alternations of channeled optimism and 
pessimism, of smiles and coolness can only be liked to an effort to have us endure a 
"Scottish bath".... The “war of nerves" that is being waged is obvious; also obvious is 
the need to maintain our equanimity and not be influenced by alternating warm and 

cool waves.... 


The Greek Government has expressed the wish for a return because it has assessed thet 
this best serves national security. However, we believe that this return benefits not 
only Greece but also the Alliance; it also benefits Turkey which, without this return, 
will remain isolated. 


The issue is between Greece and the Alliance, and since the latter is truly interested 
in the return, which will restore the cohesion of its Southeastern Flank, it need only 
prove it in practice. It has had plenty of time to do so. However, after all this 
wasted time the Alliance cannot seriously appear to be in haste. It cannot seriously 
suggest that we take note of the Turkish “veto.” It cannot be serious when, on the 

one hand, it gives billions of dollars to Turkey for the sake of the Alliance and, on 
the other hand, allows) Ankara to torpedo the Alliance itself by making one of its wings 
useless at the expense of its own interests. And of course it cannot seriously attempt 
to blame Greece for ‘urkish chauvinistic intransigence. 


We do not intend tc be influenced by all these efforts. We do not intended to unite 
ourselves with the joint military command under any conditions, nor do we intend to wait 
indefinitely while accepting pharisaic manifestations of interest which are linked with 
admissions of inability to take substantive action. Undoubtedly we do not intend to 
change the policy of linking this issue with the conclusion of an agreement on retaining 
the U.S. bases which would have no meaning if Greece were to stay outside the Alliance. 
Greece does not engage in blackmail or threats, and it also does not accept either being 
blackmailed or threatened by anyone. 
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OIL PIPELINE TO IRAQ TO BE REPAIRED BY 1 OCT 
TA301529 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1500 GMT 30 Sep 80 


[Text] It has been reported that the breakdown at the Yumurtalik-Kirkuk oil pipeline 
will be repaired by tomorrow evening. According to information obtained from Energy 

and Natural Resources Ministry officials, the breakdown Saturday at the section of the 
pipeline close to Silopi, within Turkish territory, has been mostly repaired. Officials 
said that the pipeline will be ready for the oil to flow tomorrow evening. 





NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL APPROVES GOVERNMENT PROGRAM 
TA301412 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1400 GMT 30 Sep 80 


[Text] The National Security Council convened at 1500 today under the chairmanship of 
General Evren, the head of state, president of the National Security Council and chief 

of the General Staff. The government program was debated and approved during the meeting. 
Prime Minister Bulent Ulusu then took the rostrum and thanked the National Security 
Council. 


General Ersin Supports Program 
TA301906 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 30 Sep 80 


{Text] The National Security Council has discussed and adopted the program of the Bulent 
Ulusu government. The government has received a vote of confidence. The National 
Security Council met at parliament at 1500 under the chairmanship of Head of State Gen 
Denan Evren and discussed the government program. According to a statement made by the 
Press and Public Relations Bureau of the National Security Council Secretariat General, 
ground forces commander and National Security Council member Gen Nurettin Ersin expressed 
his views on the government program. 


General Ersin said the government program diagnosed the country's most important problems 
and extraordinary conditions and proposed remedies with a realistic approach. Recalling 
that the government is not a party government, General Ersin noted that it is the desire 
of the whole nation to see this government succeed, a government composed of valuable 
citizens who want to serve the country. He added that conditions prevailing in the country 
and recent developments in the region increased the responsibility of the government and 
confronted it with a historic duty. He added: We are confident that the lofty Turkish 
nation will be in unity and solidarity and will support the state in overcoming this 
difficult period, as has been the case throughout history. The Turkish nation is willing 
to sacrifice. The Turkish nation has been able to see the danger through its peerless 
common sense and expects us to implement its wishes. Everything should be carried out 

in accordance with the nation's wishes and the measures pointed out in the program should 
be implemented speedily. 


Noting that great care should be shown in carrying out services in a just, impartial and 
firm manner, General Ersin called for the eradication of bribery and discrimination which 
prepares the ground for anarchy within the state. Ersin then continued: The government 
program noted that the struggle against anarchy, terror and secessionism and economic 
difficulties are the most urgent problems in our country. Measures designed to overcome 
these difficulties were accurately determined. All these points cover the issues which 
we have dealt with. One of the most important reasons for the current unrest in Turkey 
is the economic crisis and chaos. The steadily increasing population, the insufficient 
level of production, the unjust distribution of national revenues and the mistakes in 
the wage policy are greatly disturbing our people. Measures should be rapidly taken to 
alleviate the economic difficulties of our people. 
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Amending tax laws to cover all economic activities, to ensure just taxation and to prevent 
a decrease in tax revenues will be a positive step. General Ersin noted that of all 
measures taken to ensure a healthy economy, those designed to increase production should 
be dealt with carefully. He added that it was most important to productively exploit 
national resources. He noted that it was necessary to secure the capital to activate 
these resources and to encourage frugality in a whole nation. General Ersin said 
necessary measures in this direction should be taken without delay and attention should 

be given to education and training in this field. Ersin continued: Promises of legal 
measures and arrangements to ensure that our citizens equally benefit from health services 
and that those employed in the agricultural sector benefit from social security schemes 
are in line with current needs and our people's wishes. The government program also 
includes bills which we believe are beneficial. All will be done to ensure that the 

draft bills are ratified as soon as possible. 


Reaching the goals of this program, prepared in the light of the Ataturk principles, 
depends heavily on its successful implementation. It is important that the principles 
in the program be implemented rapidly and with precision in order to achieve results. 
General Ersin said that every effort should be exerted to realize the government program 
and that the country should achieve happiness and prosperity as desired by Ataturk. 
Noting that the circles of anarchy and terror which dare to stage treacherous attacks 
against the continuation of the state should be rapidly eliminated, General Ersin noted 
that the nation longed for tranquillity and prosperity. 


Concluding his speech, Ersin said: We believe that this program reflects the wishes of 
the lofty Turkish nation and that it will introduce the solutions long desired. All our 
work will be carried out in front of the people. We hope that this program will be 
auspicious for our lofty nation and that the success of the Ulusu government will 
continue. 


The government program was put to vote after General Ersin concluded his speech and was 
adopted without any changes. The government thus received a vote of confidence. 


Prime Minister Bulent Ulusu took the rostrum after the voting. He thanked the Council 
for the confidence shown in his government and sai’ that the views expressed will be 
borne in mind in the implementation of the program. Noting that the country was currently 
faced with two important problems which had to be solved, Ulusu noted that one of these 
problems was the struggle against anarchy, terror and secessionism and the other was the 
economic crisis. Ulusu said: Our primary goal is to safeguard the Ataturk reforms 
against all possible attacks through inspiration derived from the principles of the 

great leader. All necessary legal and administrative measures will be rapidly taken to 
defend the state, the Turkish Republic, against domestic and foreign enemies. Our 
primary goal is to enable the Turkish nation, sharing the same destiny, joy and grief, to 
attain the tranquillity and security it deserves. Noting that the government desired to 
establish a totally impartial administration which supported this state and served the 
nation, Ulusu added: All necessary meausres to find good solutions to our economic 
problems, to increase production and to productively exploit our national resources will 
be taken as soon as possible. Legal and administrative measures will be rapidly taken 

to ensure a just taxation system and to prevent a decrease in tax revenues. Ulusu 
concluded by saying that the government will continue its work in order to enable the 
people to attain the tranquillity, prosperity and happiness it deserves. 


EVREN DISCOURAGES ARMY POLITICAL INVOLVEMENT 
TA301549 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1400 GMT 30 Sep 80 


[Excerpts] The 1980-1981 academic year began with a ceremony today at the Ground Forces 
War School. At the ceremony, the head of state, General Evren, gave an address. 
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He said: [Begin recording] My sons, at your age and in these times do not ever get 
involved in politics. If we have gotten involved in politics today, it is because we were 
obliged to, in order to save our nati, as always, from the terrible condition we were 
in. That was always our great leader Ataturk's directive to us. Whenever an army gets 
involved in politics, it slowly loses its discipline and begins to collapse. The clearest 
example in our recent history was in the Balkan War. 


Consequently, to not ever take our current action as an example and get involved in 
politics. We were obliged to take this action within the framework of order and command 
in order to save the army from politics and to ensure that it was not smeared by the mud 
of politics. Had we not taken this action, as in previous cases, the army would have 
gotten involved in politics. Furthermore, as you realize, we are carrying this out with 
an order and command echelon of five persons. We are doing all we can to spare the lower 
echelons from becoming involved. We are also determined to return to our duties after 
placing our country on really democratic principles. 


My colleagues, many people may approach you and try to inculcate you with various “ism" 
ideologies. We know this very well. If an “ism” ideology is to be inculcated it is the 
"Kemalism" ideology of our great leader Ataturk. You should adopt that ideology. The 
Kemalist principles have led us from darkness to light. The minute we moved away from 
Kemalism we began to fall into darkness. Whenever we moved away from it we were faced 
with disasters. We abandoned the great Ataturk who was taken as an example by the world 
and by the developing countries. We abandoned Ataturk who was our leader and we began 
to take as example the leaders of other countries. 


My colleagues, the world is changing very fast, so much that wars have also changed. There 
are efforts to destroy countries from inside, by means of civil wars. If a country succeeds 
in turning the system of a second country into a system like its own, then the first country 
no longer needs to invade the second. That is what our enemies are trying to do. A Turkey 
whose population and power is increasing make several countries uneasy. That is what is 
happening. Today Turkey has a population of 45 million. In 10 years, it will be 60 million. 
A developed Turkey having a large population is always a source of concern for our enemies. 
So what do they do? They divide and swallow up the pieces. That is their policy. 


My young colleagues, that is why you should close your ears and turn your backs on those 
who try to inculcate you with “ism" ideologies. Use your mind. You might think, at 

your age, that you know a lot. However, you will later realize that experience means much 
more than the information you receive. That is why you should believe in and trust in 
your experienced commanders, [end recording] 


MINISTRY OFFICIAL COMMENTS ON COUNTRY'S OIL RESERVES 
NC260848 Istanbul TERCUMAN in Turkish 25 Sep 80 pp 1, 12 


[Excerpts] Ankara (ANKA)--Minister of Power and Natural Resources Serbulent Bingol has 
stated that Turkey has sufficient fuel to last 40 days and that this is the maximum amount 
Turkey can stock. The minister added: "We have learned that two of our tankers have safely 
sailed through the Hormuz Strait, carrying enough crude oil to meet Turkey's needs for 10 

to 12 days." The minister of power and natural resources then stated that if the conflict 
between Iraq and Iran becomes protracted, not only Turkey but the entire world will be 
adversely affected. He added that at the moment the oil pipeline between Iraq and Turkey 

is flowing intermittently. 


Bingol concluded by saying that the bombing of Abadan by the Iraqis, where the largest 
refineries of Iran are situated, will not affect Turkey because these installations do not 
produce processed oil. Turkey obtains crude oil from both sides. 
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ITALY 


PCI'S BERLINGUER CALLS FOR ‘DEMOCRATIC UNITY’ COALITION 
AU301611 Rome ANSA in English 1605 GMT 30 Sep 80 


[Text] Rome, 30 Sep (ANSA)-—-Italian Communist Party (PCI) Secretary Enrico Berlinguer 
called for the creation of sweeping™Democratic Unity" coalition to deal with the nation's 
severe problems after meeting here today with chief-of-state Sandro Pertini. 


Berlinguer, who was flanked by parliamentary floor leaders Edoardo Perna and Fernando di 
Giulio, told reporters that his delegation had voiced sharp concern for the gravit of the 
present situation at the meeting. "More than ever before," he said, “it is evident that 
a real innovative shift in political orientations and public morality is what is needed 
to deal with the situation." 


When a reporter asked him if the downfall of the Cossiga government had changed anything 
for the PCI, Berlinguer replied: 


"In any case, it seems to us to be a good thing that this government has fallen because 

it was a government that brought a lot of damage upon the country. The government's 
downfall has once more set in motion a political situation and opened the way for a better 
ruling arrangement. The best arragement one which would truly respond to the gravity of 
the Italian situation, is a government of ample democratic unity, which includes the 
membership of the PCI. That is what we are insisting on." 


UNITED KINGDOM 


PRC'S HUANG HUA ARRIVES IN LONDON 1 OCT 

LDO011206 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1229 GMT 1 Oct 80 

[Text] London, 1 Oct (LPA)--The Chinese Foreign Minister Mr Huang Hua flew into London's 
Heathrow Airport today for a two-day visit to meet his opposite number, Lord Carrington, 
and the prime minister, Mrs Margaret Thatcher. 


Mr Hua's visit comes after Lord Carrington has forced to cancel his proposed trip to 
China because of the Persian Gulf situation. 


The problem of illegal immigrants in Hong Kong is expected to be among subjects discussed 
with the British Government. 




















